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EXPED1X5D PROCEDURE 
EXAMINIDJG GSLOVP 3$41 

REMARKS 

Applicants' undersigned couiLsel thanks the Examiner ftrr the careful consideration given 
the application, Hlatm 29 has been amended and is now an independent clain) conlajning all of 
the Umrtations fbimd in claim 17. New claims 33-36 depend from claim 29 and contain the 
limitations found in claims 1 8-21 

In the previous OflSce action the Examiner objected to claim 29, stating that it would be 
allowable if rewritten as an independent claim incorporating the elements of claim 17 (its base 
claim). Claim 29 has accordingly been amended to inchide the limitations of claim- 17. New 
claims 33-36 depend from claim 29 and correspond to daims 1 8-21 . 

In the previous Office action the Bxaoaixierrqected daims 17-21 and32 under 35 U.S.C. 
102 as being unpatentable over any of Taylor, Comic or Butler et aL The Examiner has 
responded to applicant's arguments, staling that limitations or statements- of intended use do not 
serve to disrtingaish the claimed stmcture over that of the references. Applicant points out that 
the term "transport device" in the claims does not recite an intended use but rather sets forth the 
subject of the clainoed device. In this case, the subject is a nuclear fixel tra[nspQrt_devic_e , Le., a 
device conceived and adapted to transport nuclear fuel^ and nothing else. This recitation conveys 
to one skillBd in the art the basic structure necessary to a nuclear fuel transport device, which is 
then further defined in the claims. For this reason also, one skilled in the ait would not interpret 
the "nuclear fuel transport device" of the claims to inchide the generator or reactor of Taylor, 
Comic, or Butler. 

The Examiner has also stated that nuclear reactors are inherently capable of being 
transported. Nevertheless, in use the nudear reactois are installed in a f ryftri Tnann er on the 
ground or on a shin. One skilled in the art would interpret the term '^transport device" to mean 
a device to carry the nuclear fiiel between a storage fecflity and a location where the fixel is used. 
A skilled practitioner would therefore not consider a nudear reactor to be a 'transport device". 
Assuming arguendo lhat the Examiner is correct that a reactor is a '^transport device", it begs the 
question of why separate transport devices are used for transporting the fud assembhes of these 
reactors. 
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For these reasons, applicant emphasizes that the term 'Wear fuel transport device- 
imports necessary structure, andisnotiDerelyastatementofintendeduse. Furthermore, the term 
"transport devicc" does not iodude reactors or generators. For these reasons, daims 17-28 and 

30-31dejEnie over the cited art. 

Forthereascns set forth above, it is beKeved that claims 17-31 aad 33-36 define over the 
cited art AU otgections and injections from the Office have now been addressed and anotice of 

allowance is respectfully requested. 

If there are any fees required by this communication, please charge such fees to our Qf | j Q j g j 

Deposit Account No. 1 6-0820, order No . 34988. 

Respectfully submitted, ' ^ RECE/VED 

PEAENE&C30RDONLLP , JUL 2 $ ZQQ^ 

^ y^^.^ GROUP mm 

Brian Alan Bargjueyei^iRfeg. No. 47.404 

526 Superior Avome East, 
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aeveland, Ohio 441 14 
(216) 579-1700 
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